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KOHL, WHITEHEAD DISCUSS GORBACHEV PROPOSAL 





LDO51554 Hamburg DPA in German 1447 GMT 5 Feb 86 


[Excerpts] Bonn, 5 Feb (DPA) -- The latest disarmament proposal by Soviet party chief 
Mikhail Gorbachev is to be examined in a “very intensive process of consultations” 

in the Western alliance in order to reach 4 joint assessment. Government spokesman 
Friedhelm Ost said this in Bonn today following an hour-long discussion between 
Chancellor Helmut Kohl and U.S. Deputy Secretary of State John Whitehead. They 

were in agreement here in assessing Gorbachev's proposal as an initiative that offers 
a positive starting point. 


During the di-~.ssion between Whitehead and the chancellor, Ost told the press, 
relatior cween the two countries and issues concerning cooperation in combating 
terre were also discussed. Both rated German-American relations as “very good.” 
r once again underlined the government's deternination to expand cooperation 

-n alliance partners in combating terrorism. According to Ost, the U.S. desire 
for the participation of the FRG and other European allies in the sanctions against 
Libya was not discussed during the exchange of views. 


PRESS REPORTS ON EXPECTED EAST-WEST SPY SWAP 





BILD Says 11 To Be Exchanged 
DWO61020 Hamburg BILD in German 6 FEb 86 pp 1, 2 
[Report by "W.K.E." and "R.V.": “London-Moscow: New Exchange of People Forthcoming?"] 


[Text] Bonn, 6 Feb -- When the greatest exchange of people of postwar times between 
East and West will have been completed, another exchange will follow. According, to 
information obtained by BILD, London and Moscow are secretly negotiating on the released 
of several imprisoned Englishmen and Russians. An expert said: "The exchange will 
probably take place in spring.” 


On Monday or Tuesday at the latest, Soviet human rights advocate Shcharanskiy will be 
released on Glienicker-Bruecke Bridge between Berlin and Potsdam. Together with hia, 
ll Western agents will be exchanged for 11 Eastern spies. 


The West has accepted Moscow's demand to release more Western agents than originally 
planned. However, one person who Moscow and East Berlin wanted will not be among 
them, Tornado spy Manfred Rotsch (61). Federal General Prosecutor Rebmann told a small 
circle: "They will not get Rotsch; it will have to be over my dead body.” 


DPA Reports Date Set for 11 Feb 
LDO51552 Hamburg DPA in German 1515 GMT 5 Feb 86 


[Text] Bonn, 5 Feb (DPA) — The exchange of agents between East and West planned 
for 11 February will, accovding to DPA's information, "in all probability", not 

take place on the Glienicke Bridge in Berlin. It was learned from responsible 
rources in Bonn today that another frontier crossing “could be chosen", The exchange 
is evidently not to take place before television cameras. 


It has been established, it was learned in the federal capital, that Eastern spies 


imprisoned in the Federal Republic are also to be exchanged for Western agents. A 
precise figure has still not been fixed in the negotiations. "The negotiations on 


details are still in progress,” it was said. 
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It was stated reliably, however, that Margarete Hoeke, the former secretary turned agent 
in the federal president's office who was arrested last year, “is not available". There 
was also no intention of releasing Erwin Lutze, a former employee in the Defense Minis- 
<ry. He is serving a prison sentence of 12 years in the Federal Republic. 


A report in BILD, according to which Moscow had demanded around DMS million for the 
release of Soviet regime critic Anatoliy Shcharanskiy, was described as incorrect. The 
expected exchange is the result of lengthy negotiations between the United States and 
the Soviet Union, as well as the two German states. Official sources in Bonn were still 
standing by their statement that “we are saying nothing” today. 


SUPREME COURT OVERTURNS ESPIONAGE CONVICTION 





LDOS1214 Hamburg DPA in German 1112 GMT 5 Feb 86 


[Text] Karlsruhe, 5 Feb (DPA) -- The Federal Supreme Court in Karlsruhe has now laid 
down strict requirments for courts to evaluate the testimony of a “hearsay witness” in 
espionage trials. In their verdict announced by the 34d Federal Supreme Criminal Court 
today, a detailed written explanation of which is expected in a few weeks, the judges 
overturned a verdict handed down by the Stuttgart Higher Regional Court on 5 July 1985 
and remanded the case to another criminal court for retrial. 


The Higher Regional Court sentenced a 59-year-old packaging engineer from Heidelberg to 
2 years’ imprisonment for his activities as an agent for the KGB. The accused filed an 
appeal. The engineer, who until his arrest was employed in a West German company which 
also produces items for military use, came under suspicion of espionage at the Federal 
Office for Protection of the Constitution as a result of tip-offs supplied by a friendly 
Western intelligence service. These tip-offs were based primarily on the testimony of 
a “double agent", who was not known either to German counterespionage, or to the 
criminal investigation authorities, or to the courts. The double agent's written 
reports,  ranslated into German, also contributed to unmasking the alleged KCB spy 
Manfred Rotsch, who was involved in the development of the multipurpose Tornado fighter 
aircraft as a qualified engineer with the MBB [Messerschmit t-Boelkow-Blohm aircraft] 


company. 


According to the Supreme Court, particular care is required in the use of such sources. 
For example, it was not proven in the Higher Regional Court trial how the double agent 
actually came by his information. Therefore, on the basis of the indirect assessment 
of evidence so far, the conviction of the accused should not have been accepted by the 
Higher Regional Court. "The friendly intelligence service must now lay its cards on the 
table," the chairman of the Federal Supreme Criminal Court said, 


GENSCHER PLANS TO STAY AT FOREIGN MINISTRY 





DWO51125 Hamburg ARD Television Network in German 1900 GMT 4 Feb 86 


{Text] The Free Democrats have reaffirmed their claim to the Foreign Ministry in the 
event of an election victory by the Christian-Liberal coalition in early 1987. When 
presenting the main points in the areas of foreign policy, policy on Germany, and 
security policy, Foreign Minister Genscher said that by assenting to the program, he 
expressed his intention to stay in office. The FDP program, subject to approval by an 
FDP congress in Hannover in May, lists as maior objectives the realization of human 
rights, international realization of human rights, continuation of detente policy, 
improvement of inner-German relations, and the creation of a European union. 
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MITTERRAND, KOHL TO OPEN FORESTRY CONFERENCE 





0W051255 Hamburg ARD Television Network in German 1200 GMT 5 Feb 86 


[Text] French President Mitterrand and Chancellor Kohl will open a conference on 
counteracting the destruction of forests at the Paris Sorbonne University this after- 
noon. Representatives and observers from more than 90 countries will discuss the mani- 
fold causes of the decrease in forests in Europe and Africa, as well as measures to 
eave the woods. 


At sideline meetings of the confernece, Mitterrand and Kohl will discuss current politi- 
cal issues. 


Burkina Faso's Sankara Arrives 
ABOS1135 Paris A?P in French 1105 GMT 5 Feb 84 
[Text] Paris, 5 Feb (AFP) -- The Burkinabe head of state, Captain Thomas Sankara, 
arrived Wednesday morning in Paris where he will attend the international conference 
on trees and forests, which opens in the afternoon. 
Burkina Faso's president, who did not attend the last France-Africa summit Last 
December, is expected to have a private talk on Thursday with President Francois 
Mitterrand, the Burkinabe Embassy in Paris announces. 
Capt Thomas Sankara will give a press conference on Friday morning. 


EXTERNAL RELATIONS MINISTER TO VISIT BULGARIA 





PM040947 Paris LE MONDE in French 2-3 Feb 8464 p 5 
{[Unattributed report: “Official Visit by Mr Dumas to Bulgaria™] 


[Text] External Relations Minister Roland Dumas is to pay an official visit to 
Bulgaria at the end of February, 4 Quai d'Orsay spokesman announced Wednesday, 29 
January. 


Mr Dumas has spoken in this connection with Andrey Lukanov, deputy chairman of the Bul- 


garian Council of Ministers and candidate member of the Bulgarian Communist Party 
Politburo, who is in Paria for the Lith session of the French-Bulgarian Joint Committec. 


BLAST INJURES SEVEN IN PARIS DEPARTMENT STORE 








AUUS1/58 Paris AFP in English 1749 GMT 5 Feb 46 


[Excerpt] Paris, Feb 5 (AFP) — An explosion in a crowded Paris department store 
today wounded seven people, three seriously, according to first police reports. 


The explosion was at the FNAC store in the city's modern Forum les Halles indoor 
shopping complex. Police sources said it was probably a homemade bomb. Two peuple 
were said to be trarved after the blest which was oot followed by a fire. 


The explosion was the third this week. A fourth device planted on the Eiffel Tower 
was defused before going off. 











VIl. 6 Feb 86 K 2 FRANCE 





LE MONDE ASSESSES IMPLICATIONS OF EXPULSIONS 





PMOS1631 Paris LE MONDE in French 5 Feb 86 p 1 
{Editorial: "Minor Incident"} 


[Text] Questions of espionage, and the expulsions which they involve, are a sormal part 
of relations with the USSR. The sudden departure from Paris of four Soviets accused of 
exceeding the diplomatic duties theoretically assigned to them is simply the latest in 
an already long series of incidents. The most outstanding episode of recent years was 
the expulsion in April 1983 of 47 people who France believed were working for the Soviet 
intelligence services. 


The difference now is that this time Moscow has retaliated, and four Frenchmen have been 
asked to pack their bags. Will that be the end of it? Or are French-Soviet relations 
in danger of suffering an escalation of reprisals like that of last fall, when we saw 

a succession of expulsions from London and Moscow? 


It is rather too early to make any forecasts, but a far-reaching change in relations 
between France and the USSR does not seem the most likely possibility. There is 
undeniably a dispute between the two countries and, moreover, it is not confined to 
matters of espionage, as evinced by Paris’ denunciation of the sea transport accord 
which the Soviets were exploiting rather too much to their own advantage. For reasons 
perhaps not entirely unconnected with domestic political concerns, neither Mitterrand 
nor Gorbachev wants to be open to suspicion of indulgence or excessive tolerance in this 
field. 


Does that mean that the dialogue resumed last October when the Soviet leader visited 
Paris could be at risk? The minor incident that has just occurred seems very 
insignificant when compared with the international issues currently at stake. 


Neither Moscow nor, of course, Paris wants France to be excluded, even temporarily, from 
a process in which Soviet diplomacy seems to want to grant Europe a specific role that 
it has not always acknowledged. The fact that a firm line is the order of the day does 
not rule out the development of consultations. 


More generally, Gorbachev has hitherto given no sign of wanting to block the detente 
process begun in Geneva at this meeting with President Reagan. On the contrary, the 
announcement of the early release of dissident Anatoliy Shcharanskiy looks like one of 
the first — and the few -- concrete results of this process. 


The horsh irony is that, at a time when Soviet spies are being caught red-handed, this 
measure benefiting a prisoner of conscience is being taken under the guise of an 
East-West exchange of secret agents, with whom Anatoliy Shcharanskiy has nothing in 
common, whatever they may say in Moscow. 
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SOVIET DIPLOMAT, AEROFLOT OFFICIAL EXPELLED 





LDO51630 Rome International Service in Italian 1555 GMT 5 Feb 86 


[Text] Two Soviets, a diplomat at the Soviet Embassy in Rome and an Acroflot official 
at Fiumicino Airport were invited to leave Italy because they were considered persona 
mon grata. They are the first secretary at the Soviet Embassy in Via Gaeta, Viktor 
Kopytin, who has been in Rome since September 1984, and an Aeroflot official, Andrey 
Chelyukhin. The two Soviets, one of whom is reported to have already left Italy, are 
said to have used their diplomatic immunity to undertake spying activities. 





Soviet Embassy Comments 
AUO41802 Paris AFP in English 1753 GIT 5 Feb 86 


[Excerpts] Rome, Feb 5 (AF?) -- Italy has declared two Soviet officials persona non 
gtata and ordered them to leave the country, the Sovict Embassy said here today in a 
statement, charging that the expulsions were for “no valid reason”. 


The Italian Foreign Ministry refused to confirm or deny the expulsions of Soviet Embassy 
first secretary, Viktor Kopytin, and an Aeroflot official at Rome's Fiumicino Airport, 
Andrey Chelyukhin, who according to informed sources had both been expelled on spying 
charges. A reliable source who wished to remain anonymous said that Mr Kopytin was 
believed to have already left Italy while Mr Chelyukhin was packing his bags. 


The Soviet Embassy statement did not however say that the two officials had been 
expelled and also failed to mention that they were accused of spying. The statement 
blamed “circles attempting to sabotage Soviet-Italian cooperation” for the expulsions. 


Diplomats said here they expected Moscow to retaliate by announcing the expulsions of 
Italian diplomats. 


USSR Expels 2 Italians 
LDO061217 Rome Domestic Service in Italian 1200 GMT 6 Feb 86 
[Text] There has been an immediate retaliation from Moscow for the expulsion of two 
Soviet diplomats. The first secretary of the Italian Embassy in Moscow and a manager of 
the Finsider [Italy's steel holding company] have been expelled. 


ANDREOTTI SAYS ISRAEL VIOLATED INTERNATIONAL LAW 





LDOS1911 Rome International Service in Italian 1830 GMT 5 Feb 86 


[Text] An act that openly violates international law. Tha. is how Poreign Minister 
Andreotti termed the hijacking of the Libyan aircraft by Israeli jets yesterday. The 
Italian foreign minister said this in a speech that opened this afternoon's debate in 
the Senate on international terrorism and our government's Mediterranean policy. 
Andreotti said that because Italy is both a European and a Mediterranean country it 
must help the Palestinian people regain their homeland and Israel to overcome its 
policy of encirclement, which prompts it to respond to violence with violence, and 
which inspired yesterday's serious event. 


On the Libyan issue, Andreotti said that the government does not consider feasible, at 
least at present, the Maltese proposals for a Mediterranean conference aimed at reducing 


tension in the area and for a meeting in Malta between Craxi and Al-Qadhdhafi. 











VII. 6 Feb 86 SPAIN 11 


GOVERNMENT REJECTS DUVALIER ASYLUM REQUEST 





PAOS1954 Madrid EFE in Spanish 1923 GMT 5 Feb 86 


[Text] Madrid, 5 Feb (EFE) -- The spokesperson for the Spanish Foreign Ministry told 
EFE that the Spanish Government today rejected an asylum request from Jean-Claude 
Duvalier, Haitian president-for-life. He said that the asylum request was made at 
one of Spain's European embassies. 


In addition, the Greek Government today also rejected a request presented last week 
to the Greek Embassy in Caracas. A report from the Greek leftist newspaper ETHNOS 
(NATION) pointed out that Duvalier requested political asylum from the Governments 
of Spain, Argentina, Italy, and Switzerland. 


GONZALEZ TO VISIT USSR AFTER NATO REFERENDUM 





LD052351 Madrid in Spanish to Europe 2025 GMT 5 Feb 86 


[Text] The Spanish Diplomatic Information Office has confirmed that Prime Minister 
Felipe Gonzalez will pay an official visit to the Soviet Union after the referendum 
on Spain's continued membership in the Atlantic alliance. This visit, which has been 
pending for over a year, will be Felipe Gonzalez's second visit to the Soviet Union; 
he attended the funeral of the Soviet leader Konstantin Chernenko in March last year. 


CONGRESS OF DEPUTIES DEBATE NATO REFERENDUM 





Gonzalez Address 
LD042106 Madrid Domestic Service in Spanish 1514 GMT 4 Feb 86 


(Government statement opening the foreign and security policy debate in the Congress 
of Deputies delivered by Prime Minister Felipe Gonzalez -- live] 


[Text] Honorable gentlemen: We are at this session for 1 debate of great importance 
for this chamber, and, I would venture to say without a doubt, for all Spanish citi- 
zens. The debate will be in two consecutive parts. The first part will attempt to 
analyze the document the government has produced on foreign and security policy, and 
the second part will deal with the request for the authorization to hold a consultative 
referendum on an issue of special importance, that is, Spain's continued membership 

in the Atlantic alliance. 


This session will give us the opportunity to analyze « degree of agreement or dis- 
agreement over the fundamental issues to be debated, inat is to say, over the broad 
lines of the foreign and security policy proposed by the government. Also, it offers 
us the opportunity to explain to the citizens the different alternatives, -r different 
positions, held by the parliamentary groups together with the degree of convergence 
vr divergence among them, be they in important or less significant aspects. 


I say that this is an explanation for the citizens in particular because this ex- 
planation responds \o a public demand that has been reiterated many times — the demand 
for information, particularly on the central theme on which we are going to debate: 
The reasons that would advise our contiwwed membership or those that would advise 

our withdrawal from the Atlantic alliance, as one of the fundamental elements in the 


definition of foreign and security policy. 


It is true that in parliament there has already been an exposition of attitudes that 
allow, even a priori, an evaluation. Thiswas done on 2? December itself on the points of co- 
incidence among the large majority of this chamber on the basic iseves as well as on the 
sectors of this chamber that oppose the decision, or the vote of 2) December. 
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I beg your pardon for not following any documented order during my speech but I think 
you will allow me to say that any failings produced by this will probably be compen- 
sated for by the improvement in the parliamentary concept itself and will be supple- 
mented both by the government document -- which I hope Your Excellencies have found to 
be balanced with sufficient content for the debate before us today -- and by the 
responses I may be able to offer Your Excellencies during the course of this debate. 


Foreign and security policy -- the policy that guarantees internal peace and guarantees 
our cooperation in the major objectives of international peace -- is, undoubtedly, in 
Spain as in any country, whatever its political system, the responsibility of the 
nation's government. The government views it this way and assumes its responsibility. 
It is evident that in dictatorships the responsibility belonging to the government both 
excludes and is exclusive. It takes into accownt neither the opinions of the citizens 
nor those of their representatives, given that by definition they are not legitimate 
representatives of popular sovereignty. In a dictatcorship foreign and security policy 
is fundamentally based on decisions that are either unknown, or of which not enough is 
known, or indeed on sisinformation. 


In democracies, where such policy is the responsibility of the government a radically 
different phenomenon usually occurs. Not only because the government is subject to 
reasonable control by parliament and public opinion every so often, but also because 
democracies expose issues of this kind in order to arrive at agreement and consénsus 
which -- as we have said many times in this chamber — means that changes and altera- 
tions in the exercise of government do nct produce fundamental changes to foreign and 
security policy that clearly affect the nation's interests and those of other nations. 
Therefore, this has an outside dimension that demands stability, security, and soli- 
darity as a basis. This process, which is a process that has clearly occurred in the 
European democracies, has not had any opportunity to take place in Spain. Therehas been 
mo opportunity for a sufficient exposition of the majority opinion of political options 
on security and foreign policy, because the history of Spain has not permitted such an 
exposition. 


There may be perhaps many Spanish citizens who know nothing of the facts evident to 
all of us, as in the majority of the European democracies. Whatever the security 
alternatives put forth, al] political parties throughout the entire parliamentary 
spectrum with the chance of becoming an alternative government, permanently uphold the 
essential elements of security and foreign policy. Therefore, as I said during the 
investiture speech, there is an obligation to strive toward rapprochement. If we view 
reality in Italy or Sweden, Germany or France, it is evident that in such countries, 
be they progressive or conservative, communists ists, or Christain democrats, 
they «all, through a long process of exposit of their positions and of rapproche- 
ment, uphold their countries’ foreign policy and security options. They give these 
policies permanence and reliability, indeed complying with the fundamental objective of 
being a stable, and hence secure policy, that is to say, one of security for their own 
countries. 





In Spain we have lived through a fundamentally different historical process than that 
of other European countries. I would venture to state that, over the course of many 
decades, and not only during the era of profound isolation during the previous regime, 
perhaps even a centuries-old history, there has been a fundamental failing in Spain. 
Either the political forces have not had the opportunity or they have not had the will 
to offer their alternative security policy, because often it has been believed that 
defense issues come exclusively under the jurisdiction of the Armed Forces. That 
historical belief, which contrasts with the process experienced in Europe, has, in my 
view, been made more acute because of the syndrome of isolation produced by the dicta- 


torship, the previous regime in Spain. 
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We have lived through the consequences of that isolation, which can be described, in 
detail or symbolically, in all its dimensions. What is certain, however, is that dur- 
ing the whole era of the previous regime Spain was absent from the process in which the 
“orld was defining its relationships from World War 11 on. 


Spain was not present at the shaping of European Community, nor at the construction 
of the Council of Europe, nor at the building of the Atlantic alliance. Spain viewed 
the world as something of no interest to Spain. There were, indeed, enough speeches 
made to hide that imperious fraility of self-sufficiency. It was thought that every- 
thing that came from abroad was something bad for Spain or represented a conspiracy 
against Spain. At times the consequences of that same situation had to be paid for. 

We did not matter as far as the world was concerned. We did not matter in that process 
of defining what the real situation of international politics were to be after World 
War II: the definitions of East versus West, of decolonisation, of developed countries 
versus underdeveloped countries, and of the policy of agreements in all areas both in 
and outside Europe. 


Perhaps this can be understood fully when one thinks that, during the years of the form 
er regime the head of state, or prime minister when there was one, only stepped outside 
our borders on two eceasions: once to Hendaye and once to Portugal. The head of 
government, when there was one, did so only once. That was over the course of 4 
decades. Naturally wisits from foreign heads of state or heads of governments to Spain 
were not auch more frequent. 


If one were to make a slight comparison between that situation and the situation we have 
experienced during the democratic process -- and to which I shall be referring soon — 
one could immediately find the answer to the end of that isolation, to Spain's emergence 
into dewocracy: During these years there probably have been meetings in every corner 

of the world at the head-of-state level and at the level of the successive heads of 
rovernment who have been prime ministers during the democratic era. 


That is the symbol of one era compared with another, a visible symbol. Earlier exchanges 
at the highest level of state could be counted on one hand, now they are counted 

by the gsonth. If you will permit, it could be said that democracy has set free the 
latent possibilities, both domestic and foreign, of Spain as a nation, a European and 
Western nation, a nation that is strategically sitwated between the Mediterranean and 
the Atlantic, between Europe and Africa, and which has an enormous historical, cultural 
and fraternal connection with the Latin American Continent. 


Spain, with all its potential has emerged into democracy, both on the domestic and 
foreign levels, into a world that has already been defined, one which experiences 
tension of various degrees. Spain has the obligation of seeking its place, while mak- 
ing maximum use its potential, in the world, from all points of view. It has the 
obligation, the duty, of projecting itself to the rest of the world, with its own 
personality, with its own interests, and indeed with its own needs and wishes. 


1 believe that eny impartial observer would agree that the development of Spain's 
projection toward the rest of the world during the years of democracy has been a 
spectacular one. From the very beginning of the first democratic government, the 
explosion of the globalization of our relationships with other countries has been a 
clear fact. Even since the beginning of 1977, since the opening up of relations with 
Mexico to the opening up of relations with the countries of the Eastern bloc, Spain 
has been leaving behind a situation that was even reflected in travel documents, such 
as passports, which excluded the possibility of visiting certain countries and which, 
therefore, included the possibility of visiting the rest. 
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The first government of Suarez knew perfectly well that, in the order of priorities 
accepted by a1] from the point of view of parliamentary representation, he received the 
support and encouragement necessary for the development of that foreign policy. He 
knows perfectly well that, when he extended Spain's multilateral or bilateral relation- 
ships, he was supported by all the groups in parliament, such as when the goverament 
decided to enter into the Council of Europe. All the parliamentary groups without 
exception backed that priority. He also knew that, when his government began the nego- 
tiations for Spain's entry into the EEC, all the parliamentary groups backed that deci- 
sion; indeed, even before the resumption of diplomatic relations, whether it was with 
Mexico, with the USSR, or with other Eastern bloc countries, he knew everyoue agreed. 


During this era, we have gone forward on the basis of priorities backed by all the 
parliamentary groups. The development of relations with Latin America had exactly the 
same characteristics for all. However, this is one fact perhaps not known well enough. 
In the situation experienced between 1977 and 1982, there was aleo 4 consensus on a 
fundamental issue, from the point of view of our responsibility to the collective sece- 
rity in the West. There was not one single parliamentary group that did not accept the 
bilateral relationship with the United States in the knowledge that this bilateral rele- 
tionship represented our contribution to the defense and security of the Western world. 
I repeat, mo one rejected the bilateral relationship and all knew that it was our way 
of contributing to the defense and security of the Western world. 


The government, and the party that formed it at the time, already had in its progras 
Spain's incorporation into the Atlantic alliance. Nevertheless, this step was not taken 
because they considered that in the first place, this was not «a priority for Spain, and 
that there were other objectives evident to all that were preferable and logically de- 
sirable to attain beforehand. One of those is s paradign for all of thes: Entry into 
the European Community. Second, because they did not want to assume the risk -- to 
which I have already accorded enough importance — of destroying 4 policy based on 
agreements betwen all the parliamentary groups in an area as important as foreign ead 
security policy. 


As a result, neither Suarez’ goverment nor his party, [Union of the Democratic Center 
— UCD], at that time, took Spain into the Atlantic alliance im spite of the fact that 
it was both in the UCD and the government programs. At that time, we expressed our 
agreement with that position becauwee we upheld the nonnecessity of Spanish membership of 
the Atlantic alliance. Later, after Prime Minister Suarez’ resigned and Prime Minister 
Calvo Sotelo’s took office, the new government, with the UCD's backing, changed pricri- 
ties. The principal priority became Spanish membership in the Atlantic alliance. There 
continued to be « high degree of consensus with regard the remainder of foreign policy; 
for example, on progress in the negotiations for Spanish EEC membership. that 
occasion, to give a quick descriptive review of what has been happening, parties such 
as the Basque Nationalist Party, Convergence, Union, and the Popular Alliance added 
their votes to the UCD's after the debate in this chamber. Their votes, added to those 
of the UCD's, those of the t party, though it bed no clear majority, sade up the 
majority that decided on Spain's entry into the Atlantic alliance. 


It is well known that we opposed that decision. We opposed it with sany arguments. I 
can recall some of the principal arguments we upteld in that era and which we upheld 
strongly. In the first place, we opposed it because it destroyed « policy based on 
agreements between the political groups, and Spain's entry into the Atlantic alliance 
4id sot seem to use to be necessary. In the second place, it seemed to ws that the 

was not to incorporate Spain into the Atlantic alliance. In the third place, 
we loss of autonomy in our foreign policy and consequently that (t would clash 
with the development of Spain's foreign policy. In the fourth place, we believed that 
the modification of status, although it was not « strategic modification but « political 
one, could add sore risks and sore instability, end hence less security, for Spain than 
the 
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Above all, we believed that it was somewhat gratuitous. gives that we already be lonped, 
with the agreement of a]], to the Western world’s defense system through the links with 
the United States. The action of taking steps to break the common agreement represented 
a weakening of our foreign policy. 


Along with other political forces, we asked that this showld not be done without cone!- 
tation, that is to say. that it should be deme on the basis of «2 referendum. We demand- 
ed a referendwe in order to make the decision on whether or net to join the At lent ix 
alliance. This policy was also shared by other parliamentary groups, others groups 
such as the Communist Party, some representatives such as Eukadiko Eequerra [Basque 
left], or Esquerra Republicans [Catalan Republican Left], and other parliamentary group. 
such as the Basque Nationalist Party also asked that the decision be made by means of 
a plebiscite, both before and after our entry into the alliance. Some of those who ins 
that vote, like former Premier Suarez, voted for entry into the alliance, did so because 
of party discipline at that time, but beliewing that it was not the moat convenient 
step — according to their own statements -- and wanted there to bo a plebiecite. a 
referentum, to definitively resolve the isewe among the Spanie«h. 


When we came into office in December 1982, 6 months had gone by since the signing of 
the Washington Treaty. As a result, we found ourselves faced with the fact that Spain 
was committed to the 15 Western countries who make up the Atlantic alliance we fomed 
ourselves in that position, and now with the responsibility of being in government. 
Of those 15 countries, 9 were meabers of the Furepean Community: that i« to say. 9 
countries with whom we were negotiating our entry into the Furopean Community. Among 
the countries that sade up the alliance, the majority of them basically from Western 
Europe and North America, they represented 75 percent of our foreign trade and ao sinilar 
percentage of foreign investment in Spain, and hence they represented an important link 
for Spain, frou the economic a1.4 social point of view, and even from the point of view 
of development. 


Hence we found ourselves in that position and we made two fundamental decisions. The 
first decision was to continue to advance with our forcign policy priorities, which for 
everyone were clearly priorities: to continue to advance with the process of entry into 
the EEC with all its consequences. This is a priority that as Your Fxcellencies kr, 
culsinated with an agreement which was unanimously accepted by thie chamber and which 
has come into full legal effect since 1 January of this year. We 4 so found ourselves 
with the need and the wish to boost the remaining foreign policy priorities, and hence 
we began to develop our relationships, and we continue to develop our relationships, 
with the continent of Latin America. We also continue to develop our relationships in 
the Mediterranean. The development of these prioritics and relationships has culminated 
with the recent diplomatic recognition of lerae!l just a few days ago. Along with this 
development we uphold within such recognition our will to defend another traditional 
policy, one which is considered to be assumed by all, and that is the defense of the 
rights of the Palestinian people and the efforts to maintain our friendly relations with 
the Arab countries. 


We repeat, however, that it was also necessery to develop priorities in the global 
ephere, in the policy regarding peace and security. Hence we made enormous efforts to 
bring the Madrid Conference on Security and Cooperation out of the deadlock in which it 
was; even bearing in wind that Spain modified ite statue from a country not linked to 
the Atlantic alliance and became a country 'inked to the Atlantic alliance, even while 
thinking chat it would be an obstacle to Spain as a host andto its role within the conference. 


The second sajor decision was to analyze carefully and calmly our membership in the 
Atlantic alliance, the repercussions that such membership could have on Spanish foreign 
policy and on ite security policy. And, after analyzing this situation, we were able te 
offer « security and foreign policy — when the decision was adopted in October 1985 — 
thet would be consis.ent with our security problems within the situation that had been 
created — not as in the previous situation -- and consistent with our foreign policy 
priorities, with both those elements taken into account. 











VII. 6 Feb 86 N 6 SPAIN 


Your Excellencies, all know that the first measure adopted in this fiela was to halt 
negotiations for entry into the alliance'’s military structure, into what is called the 
inter ated military structure, or the alliance command. I will immediately go on to 
say that the halting of the process of negotiations which had not achieved anything, 
did not mean and does not mean that there was aay lack of fulfillment of the comnit- 
wents or of the decisions adopted regarding the Washington Treaty by the Spanish 
Government at the time of the signing. Hence none of the clauses in the treaty 
obliged Spain to take 2 step that has no direct relations on the commitments laid down 
by the treaty, for this is the outcome of the agreemert reached by the alliance coun- 
tries during a process which has lasted tens of years. 


We then introduce¢c safeguards into the agreement that had been entered into by the 
previous government with the United States in the renewal cf the bilateral relation- 
ship vith the United States. 1 remind you tnat these safeguard clauses essentially 
referred to, linked the agreement from that time to Spain's participation in the 
Atlantic alliance. 


On a domestic level we began to develop a policy to modernize our Armed Forces while 
at the same time setting up a national defense plan and a joint strategic plan. These 
years of NATO membership have allowed us to evaluate with experience what membership 
in the Atlantic alliance means fur Spain. As a result of that evaluation we produced 
the blueprint which Your Excellencies know as the decalogue which in synthesis repre- 
sents the ratification of a decision made beforehand and upheld by the Congress of 
Deputies of not permitting the nuclearization of Spain in terms of nuclear weapons. 
It also represents -- and I speak here of the essential elements — renegotiating with 
the United States on a reduced military presence in Spain. It also represents, by 
government decision, not joining the alliance’s command structure. 


It will be perfectly comprehensible to all that two major things have had a decisive 
influence on the decision of the government and the party that holds office. One is 
the difference between having no commitments with the Atlantic alliance and being 
inside the Atlantic alliance; that is to savy. as a government having accepted commit- 
ments to the Atlantic alliance. The second, regarding this, is Spain's full accession 
to the European Community. Although there is no legal link, no link between one and 
the other, there is the link in reality because the EEC, with whom we want to share 

a part of our historic destiny -- our political, economic, and social project — has 
as the basis of one of foundations of its security, its defense and its guarantees of 
peace, and it bases this foreign and security policy on its membership of the Atlantic 
alliance. 


Sometimes I have asked myself, if today we were not in the Atlantic alliance and if 
we were not in the EEC, that is to say, if I did not know the experience of being 

in NATO with its advantages and disadvantages, and if I did not know the experience 
of being in the EEC, would my response to the issu: of the alliance be the same as it 
was in 19827? I have to say honestly to Your Excellencies that it would. It would be 
the same as in 1982. Hence I have changed between 1982 and now and I have changed 
because I believe that there have been important reasons for making that change. We 
have this great disadvantage that we sometimes change our position; Is there anyone 
who has rever changed in his life? [applause] 


Hence, if Your Excellencies permit, I believe that a position has been drawn up on 

the basis of the experienve there has been. We hope that this is a realistic and calm 
position with regard to security and foreign policy for Spain. Naturally, after what 
I have said, Your Excellencies will understand that I do not intend to approach this 
very important issue for all -- for Spain and for all Spanish citizens — as if it 
were a theological issue. I do not believe that the Atlantic alliance is the sum of 
all good nor the repository of all evil. Neither is it going to take us to heaven 
nor to hell. I think we have to move away from excessively dogmatic or principled 
tenets so as to attempt to analyze the reality with care and to attempt to do what it 
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is every responsible politician's obligation to do: to seriously and calmly calculate 
what the consequences are of holding one attitude or another. Whatever the consequences 
may be I respect all the attitudes held. 


Your Excellencies, I believe that in order to attain a security and foreign policy, 
there have to be basic premises; there are probably more, but some of them are indisput- 
able. The first is that of stability. I already made some reference to this at the 
beginning. There has to be stability and so it demands the broadest possible agreement 
among the political groups which have the possiblity of becoming an alternative govern- 
ment; indeed, possible, among all the political groups, all of them. This is what gives 
it solidity. And that element of security policy has as much importance as the security 
policy itself. That is why I do not think it was correct to break with consensus, with 
the risk that implied, 4 years ago when the decision was made to enter the alliance. 

It is a substantial element that has been recognized by every responsible politician in 
this chamber. I understand that there are legitimate positions which can put forth 
different alternatives but I warn everyone *hat any of them would have to have the 
consensus of the parliamentary groups. One further factor which has been occurring in 
Europe as a result of a process of exposition over the years, in successive electoral 
confrontations, is the clear popular support for a determined alternative for security 


policy and a policy of peace. 


Among other things this is because it is an issue that affects each and every citizen. 
This does not mean there is no representation of each group. It would be stupid on ay 
part if I were to think that the party holding office is not representative. It is a 
fact that Spain's situation is different from the situation of other countries, and 
precisely on this issue there has been a division in public opinion. That is why, in 
my opinion, this has to be settled with clear public support that is freely expressed. 
There is a definite need to settle this matter so that this consensus can have the depth 
and breadth it needs. It is also obviously necessary to guarantee territorial integ- 
rity, Spain's independence, sovereignty, and its will to live freely and in peace. 


This desire that we hold for peace is expressed, among other ways, in terms that the 
entire chamber has accepted, albeit that there are legitimate positions to the contrary, 
by the nonnuclearization of our territory as one contribution to our security and also 
as a contribution to peace. However, in addition to this, it has to be consistent with 
foreign policy. A policy on security that breaks with whatever the country's foreign 
policy might be could not bear such a name because it would contradict the arguments, 
interests, and wishes of the countries with whom we could and should create our foreign 
links and projects. Hence it must be consistent with our foreign policy and, besides, 
there is no one foreign policy or security policy that does not have an internal effect 
in the country practising it in such important aspects as development, foreign trade 
and, indeed, the very aspiration to incorporate the new technology -- that is to say, 
what is known as the development of the technological revolution. 


And of course I do believe, Your Excellencies, that to prepare a policy on security and 
foreign policy not based on reality and facts would also be a grave error. The facts 
of the matter of Spain are that Spain has belonged to NATO for almost 4 uears, belongs 
to the Atlantic alliance without having joined its integrated military structure, and 
has had a bilateral relationship with the United States for more than 30 years. Spain 
has just joined the European Community and by a decision of this parliament, has pro- 
posed not to permit the entry, production, or ambitions so to do, of nuclear weapons 
on our territory. Obviously Spain has defense or security needs which it shares with 
its European partners and, moreover, has specific security needs which are different 
from those of Germany, France, or Belgium. On these bases I believe, ladies and 
gentlemen, that we have to analyze, and analyze calmly, the available options, even 
though there may be variables witnin these two great options. 


One option would be for Spain to sever its links with all defense or security commit- 
ments with the other countries of the world, be they the countries of the EEC or the 
United States. This is an option which is known as the neutralist option. 
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This is an option which Spain did not hold 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 10, or 20 years ago. This was 
mot the case. During that period Spain had defensive links, and therefore responsibil- 
ities from the point of view of defense, in the overall body of the Western world. 
Therefore, this would be a new option for Spain. Permit me, ladies and gentlemen, to 
say that at times the analysis is perhaps too superficial when one talks about the op- 
tion of neutrality, without taking into account the fact that neutrality is not just the 
definition of the wishes of a country. 





For there to be a stitus of neutrality there has to be acceptance by other countries. 
This is the sitwation of the twe countries in Europe with neutrality status: Austria 
and Switzerland. In the case of Switzerland the interests of other countries in pro- 
tecting its neutrality are sufficiently well known to the tiouse, although a few days 
ago I heard a defense of the Swiss model as, let's say, the model of the progressive 
alternative of neutrality, duri-. what I think was an unintentional slip of the tongue. 
On the other hand, there is Austria‘s neutrality. With Austria's neutrality one has 
be be bear in mind the facts of the reality of Austria. Ten years after World War II 
Austria obtained the removal of the Soviet and Western troops from its territory on 
the basis of what later took the shape of the Austrian State Treaty, that is, on tha: 
basis of an agreement which permits the removal from the territory of the troops of 
occupation: The definitive liberation, therefore, of Austria as a free country rests 
on the basis there not being any political, military or economic commitment with 
countries such as Germany and others. Austrian neutrality, like Swiss neutrality, 
therefore, prevents Austria from belonging to the EEC. This was said by the Austrian 
prime minister during his visit to Spain, and one would have to say exactly the same 
about Sweden, if we are not too far into the analysis. As a neutral country, Sweden 
cannot belong to the EEC. 


If we want to stay in the EEC, is Spain's neutrality possible from the point of view of 
external acceptance? Above all, ladies and gentlemen, is there any responsible person 
who would risk severing the links which we now have with the EEC countries wich belong 
to the alliance, and which we have had with the United States for over 30 years? This 
problem was not raised during the period of consensus, which I have described, when the 
bilateral relationship was accepted. Is there anyone who would risk a step of this sort 
without thinking about the risks and responsibilities which this step would entail for 
Spain from all points of view, beginning with that of security? Would it be possible 
to find a consensus in this house which is sufficiently broad, or would there be a 
government capable -- irrespective of which government was in office or what sort of 
government it was — of maintaining in the foreseeable future a policy of this kind? 

I do not want to introduce elements which could be misinterpreted, but I believe that 
if I were to ask who would Spain's neutrality suit, some would probably think that 
there are certain Eastern bloc countries who would have an interest in our neutrality. 

I should like to say to you, ladies and gentlemen, that I sincerely do not believe 

that this is so. Neither is it true. Consequently, there would not even be the possi- 
bility of any recognition of our neutrality of the countries of the Warsaw Pact, 

should anyone suggest that they would be interested. 


In my opinion the second great option is the one that means keeping our commitments, 
maintaining our commitments to the collective security of the West. This option in 
turn has two possibilities. I believe that they are the only ones that exist fo. 
Spain, and one of these possibilities will become evident if the Spanish public votes 
“no” to the government's proposal to remain in the situation we are now in. In break- 
ing the links with the Atlantic alliance, we would be left with our bilateral relation- 
ship with the United States; this would be our link with the defensive system of the 
West and is a position we have all maintained. We all maintained this position 5 years 
- ago in this house. We all accepted our membership in the Western world and our respon- 
sibility in the collective security as a fact. Curiously, this is an alternative, how- 
ever, that no one now upholds, no one! Therefore, Spain's continving bilateral defense 
link with the United States is an alternative no one in this house is now supporting, 
as far as I know. It would not be worth closer examination. 
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I would, however, like to point out the paradox — and I will be defending the opposite 
on the basis of government policy — there would be the paradox that we could be partic- 
ipating in the collective security of the West, taki>, on the risks and advantages of 
this collective security via the United States withoux having a place at the table 
where, at the Luxembourg mreting in Mecember 1985 the EEC nade the decision to try to 
renew the Treaty of Rome, to set about coordinating and articulating European defense 
policy — what is called developing the European pillar of the Atlantic alliance. In 
this event, our interlocutor in security matters would be the United States and not the 
EEC, the countries cf the Community were, as I said, looking at security problems not by 
separating them from the alliance, but by giving Europe a specific role in East-West 
relations, in the need for the rapprochement of the superpowers. Although there have 
been really rash value judgments, Europe is probably the continent that has strived most 
for security and peace between East and West. Therefore, I do not see positive elements 
in a decision of this sort. 


There would, therefore, remain the option of our country remaining in the Atlantic 
alliance under concitions that have had majority approval by the Congress, such as the 
nonnuclearizat‘on of our territory, such as the progressive reduction of the U.S. 
military presence — and I will not go on repeating myself because all this has been 
reported in the media; I do not want to make this too long or too intense -- such as to 
attempt ertry into the West European Union, or such as improving our position and lend- 
ing support to the process of negotiation for the recovery of the sovereignty of 
Gibraltar. To these conditions the government adds one that seems predominantly impor- 
tant: Spain is not integrated into the alliance’s command structure and has no need to 
be. 


On this, as on other occasions, I respect the fact that there are different opinions, 
but there is nothing in the treaty which obliges Spain to belong to the integrated 
military structure. I know that you can create, or try to create, great conceptual con- 
fusion in this respect. However, there is a clear difference between all the consulta- 
tive bodies of the alliance -- at least this is what is said by alliance experts in the 
alliance itself — there is a clear difference between these consultative bodies and 
the configuration which has been taking place regarding defensive zones with a military 
command structure. This does not mean that Spain does not assume its share of respon- 
sibility corresponding to it in collective security: not at all. It assumes it with 
the defense of its own territory. Therefore, it assumes it to the same extent as it is 
assumed by other coun:ries within the alliance. This means that there are positions 
agreeing to full integration or no integration at all, positions which state that you 
cannot be in the alliance, in common parlance as it were, a la carte. The opposite 

of this was said 4 years ago before we joined and it was said by different political 
groups; they said you can belong to the alliance to a greater or lesser extent. Now, 
perhaps, one sector is saying that you cannot belong in this manner. 


There are completely different situations from one country to another in the alliance. 
Some of you will be thinking that I am going to cite the Icelandic model. Well, I 
won't. Norway, for example, is integrated within the military structure but not a 
single foreign soldier is on its territory and there is no possibility of the intro- 
duction of nuclear areas on its territory. Therefore, it has a different status, a 
status different from that of the Netherlands, Belgium, or Germany. Each country 

has been shaping its status within the alliance in terms of its national priorities 
and interests. What is important above all is that they have done so over decades in 
terms of their interests. France has made one decision upon the basis of its interests 
Iceland another and Norway another. Therefore, I do not believe that this is necessary 
for Spain. [sentence as heard] 


Ladies and gentlemen, I believe this position is the most in keeping with the premises 
about which I have spoken and with the facts of the reality in which we live. The posi- 
tion of continued membership is the one which elicits most consensus within the house. 
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mo risk regarding the be>ic elements of the definition which ve 
that is in power — and there will be another party in power 

some day — there is no risk to this government of a change in the -rientation of the 

basic elements of security policy. If you allow me to say so, iadies and gentlemen, 
there in this house, an agreement that stretches across 340 parlia- 

mentarians [total membership is 350) in different parliamentary groups, an agreement 
regarding the basic elements. It is a sufficient agreement. It gives stability to the 
If we add to this a decisicn i= consultation with our people, it will put an 

to a dispute which begen years ago. I hope those who disagree with the decision 
t the question debated by the Spanish public and voted 

Spanish citizens has a democratic value for those of us who 
in the present situation and for those who do not 
belong to the Atlantic alliance. Apart from this, ladies and gentlemen, 
our security in strategic terms our situation 
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the one we had 5 years ago. Moreover, it adds ele- 
©. guarantee: Spanish territory is a territory of the alliance and all territor- 
have the guarantee of the protection of the North Atlantic Treaty. 
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Spain as a nation has strived to create a defense policy based on a fundamental element: 
Specifically, Spain's refusal to be an aggressor country. Obviously, this does not mean 
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mot defending itself. When I hear talk on these subjects I believe 
needs in their arguments sometimes look favorabiy upon the 
of other countries in other situations which are perhaps more agreeable 

the Spanish situation. 
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not propose to change our status because it is consistent with our foreign policy 

will now give you a brief review of our experience over the past few years. Is 

outside the house who can doubt that our relations with the EEC, 
tries, will be better and easier if we stay in the alliance 
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In belonging to the EEC and not maintaining soli- 
Spain will be forming an almost absurd argument: it is worth 
worth guaranteeing that Europe will live in security and 
least logical support. So, no one will doubt that for 
priority toward which we have been working in our foreign policy over these 
years, Spain's EEC membership, its continued membership in the Atlantic 
is a considerable advantage. 
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the same way, a break with NATO with consequences I cannot foresee, and which I do 
want to exaggerate, undoubtedly will have serious repercussions. To break with 
alliance will affect 9 of the 10 countries with whom we have negotiated with and 
members. Obviously, this line of reasoning also is valid for our rela- 
alliance countries. I previously said in my argument that we receive 
of our foreign investment from these countries. I now will add, 
because it is one of the premises to which I referred previously, the fact that these 
countries are the places of origin of the transfer of the technology which Spain needs 
for its development. These technology transfers are made and occur as investments in a 
climate of trust. Ladies and gentlemen, I believe we will undermine the climate of 
and will throw away the possibility of the transfer of technology to a great 

if we were to break this relationship. We will produce a change to Spain's 
situation, which is what we are defending; we will produce a change which will 
in no way benefit Spain. 
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Some will think it is not consistent with other aspects of our foreign policy, so I 
will inform you of our experience inside the alliance. 
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For our policy of boosting dialogue and promoting peace at an international level not 
only from a rhetorical point of view, but also from a practical point of view, the 
change in Spain's status in spite of the fact that I feared the opposite would happen, 
as I said so clearly to the government of Mr Calvo-Sotelo, the change of status from 
Spain not belonging to the alliance to Spain being a member of the alliance did not 
prevent an unblocking at the Conference on Security and Ccoperation in Europe -- which 
was held in Madrid over 3 years ago — an unblocking that was supported and welcomed by 
the neutral countries, the countries of the alliance, and the countries of the Warsaw 
Pact. They all recognized Spain's effort and did so at 2 time when the conference on 
security was the oaly center, the only focus, of dialogue left, at a time when all East- 
West relations had been broken. The fact that this effort, which I believe is highly 
regarded abroad, was worth it as a demonstration of the fact that our membership in the 
alliance did not prevent the development of that policy in support of peace which 
subsequently gave way to the Conference on Disarmament in Europe in Stockholm in which 
Spain is participating in joint proposals with other countries. 


It is also consistent with our Latin American policy. There has been absolutely no 
obstacle. I would be exaggerating if I said it has developed or boosted our Latin 
American policy because this is not true. Simply, there has been no obstacle to our 
policy on Latin America or to our Mediterranean policy. With the exception of the 
declaration by a political leader, the head of state of Cuba, who said that he did not 
like Spain's membership in the Atlantic alliance, no other Latin American government has 
felt itself at all harmed or distanced from Spain. On the contrary: What has happened 
over the past 3 years is that Spain has strictly maintained its autonomy in its rela- 
tions with the Latin American Continent. It has done so in the case of the Malvinas 
contrary to the view of one of the alliance partners, Great Britain. It has done so in 
the case of Central America, contrary to theview andthe policy of another alliance 
partner, the United States. Therefore it has maintained its policy course and, I stress 
ladies and gentlemen, and there is no evidence to the contrary, I say that our automony 
in foreign policy has not been affected in the slightest by our membership in the 
Atlantic alliance. Moreover, our relations with the Eastern bloc countries or the Warsaw 
Pact have developed over the past 3 years without any obstacle at all to this 
development. 


There have been some well-known visits by the Spanish head of state during this time to 
the Soviet Union and other Eastern bloc countries. 


Ladies and gentlemen, I would like to refer to some important speeches which deny a 
proposition which is causing damage in one sect of public opinion; specifically, the 
proposition that Spain is threatened in this situation by nuclear missiles targeted on 
certain military installations. I ask those who say this to prove it first of all and 
to at least say where these nuclear missiles might come from because we have the 
official declaration to the contrary of those cuuntries of where these nuclear missiles 
may come. Therefore, one should note attempts to distress public opinion about a non- 
existent threat because, this being so, if this argument is put forth someone is going 
to believe that if we do not have nuclear weapons and they threaten us with them we 
will probably have to react in a different way. 


Ladies and gentlemen, in both our Community policy and our policy towards the countries 
of the West, in both the development of our technologies and from the point of view of 
our trade, in the development of our relations with both Latin America and the Eastern 
bloc countries, believe me when I say I have not encountered a single obstacle to our 
autonomy in foreign policy on its membership and continued membership in the Atlantic 
alliance. Even so, I am prepared to accept statements to the contrary in the debate. 





VII. 6 Feb 8&6 N12 SPAIN 


Ladies and gentlemen, ! would like to conclude by saying that the proposal to remain 
in the present situation, with the requirement of not joining the military structure, of 
mot having nuclear weapons on our territory, and of reducing the U.S. military presence 
in Spain, anc I take this as already being accuaglished since it is contained in the 
declaration -- and important elements such as those decided on 27 December givirg 
support to the process for the recovery of Cibraltar, which also has moved forward 
substantially during ihe period of our membership in the Atlantic alliance, or elements 
such a5 our integration into the WEU -- show that this course is the most appropriate 
one for Spain, the one that defends our security best and the one that is most consis- 
tent with our foreign policy. 


Some doubt whether it is possible fox Spain to do this and they above ali doubt it 
because there is a certain tradition of our not feeling capable of maintaining certain 
positions in the world arena. For example, it is doubted whether Spain can be ‘ree 
from nuclear weapons and this doubt is absolutely groundless. There is not a siagle 
European country that has not decided freely and voluntarily on the introduction of 
nuclear weapons on its territory — not a single one! Those countries of the alliance, 
and there are several of them, which have decided not to install nuclear weapons on 
their territory have not been forced or pressured by anyone at any time to break this 
agreement. It is true that at ome time it was thought that the introduction of nuclear 
weapons in Europe was an American decision. There is a basic error, a basic error be- 
cause the decision to introduce nuclear weapons in Europe was a European request to 
America, a request that was based upon the European view that an excessive number of 
missiles had been installed on the other side, in the other bloc, and the countries of 
Europe that reached an agreement felt themselves to be in an inferior situation or felt 
themselves -- and here I am not arguing why, although we can go into it — threatened. 


Is it possible to reduce the U.S. military presence? A draft agreement existe and 
negotiations will be under way in the coming months so that, in the pursuit of our 
interest that agreement begins to be implemented. In addition, honorable gentlemen, 
it is possible to do because, I believe, there is strong parliamentary support for 
the basic elements of this foreign and security policy. 


It is desirable that there be a consultation -- I will not go into this until later -- 
a consultation of our citizens because it is an issue that affects us all. This is 
not only because it is an electoral promise made by the government with its party and 
its supporters: it is a promise made by the government to the Spanish people. This 
undertaking made by the government to the Spanish people is one that 70 percent of 

the Spanish people accept and see as something positive and necessary. Therefore, this 
undertaking, this carrying out of the plebiscite, will permit us to root this decision 
in the free and responsibly expressed will of the citizens of Spain. 


We, as the government, already have said we will accept the responsibility of the 
referendum's result. I do not believe it is worth the trouble of confusing public 
opinion on this. For months, for years even, it has been said that there will be no 
referendum. There are some who wanted a referendum some 4 or 5 years ago. They even 
put it in writing so Spain could reach a decision about entering the alliance. How- 
ever, now, when it is in the alliance, they no longer consider it necessary. Others 
who wanted a referendum in order to join the alliance and who now want Spain to with- 
draw from the situation in which it finds iteelf, maintain that the referendum is 
necessary. 


I appreciate the fact that there are respectable views and views to suit every taste. 
I even appreciate that there are those who, while proposing that there be a referen- 
dum, do not remember the law on the differeat types of referendum and hence do not 
remember the mechanism by which it is applied. They propose it be carried out either 
against, outside, or on the margins of the law. I believe one must be consistent and 
to be consistent above all in one’s stance of being in favor of a referendum in 
compliance with the laws which govern the referendum itself. However, I had no 

wish to refer to this. 
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Your Excellencies, the government acquired an underta‘ing with the public and with 
parlizment to carry out a referendum. It is not comfortable for the government to do 
so. It would have been far more comfortable to have dissolved parliament in the 
present circumstances. Wor is it comfortable for the Socialist Party -- it would have 
been far more so to proceed to a straight electoral fight: Just as it has not been 
coufortable for us to adapt our position to the reality of the situation. If we have 
made this chang-, it has been made <o serve Spain's general interests as the function 
of our conviction that first and above all, comes the service to Spain and to its 
citizens rather than the upholding of a party line. Hence, it ir not a case of an 
analysis of wishes, but that of a profound contemplation of what is in the Spanish 
interest, which has caused the government to change its position, and has caused a 
change in the Socialist Party's position. 


Not only do we not hide tiuis but we annwunce it and we do not try to compete with the 
rest to show whether there have been changes in their former positions or not. 
Each is responsible for his own acts. We believe we are defending Spanish interests 
in the position we are putting forward regarding security and peace policy. We re- 
spect the fact that each one has his own concept of how to reach a situation of 
peace, security, and stability. Whatever that concept may be, we do not accept that 
the legitimacy of others be denied, and we do not do so, and | am certain that all the 
parliamentarians present here desire peace. One must try and find the best way to 
secure a good system in security and foreign policy. The government is putting 
forth the way which it believes to be most realistic, most fitting for Spain and, 
naturally, it proposes it because it believes the rupture of the situation currently 
existing in Spain will be traumatic and will have unforeseeable consequences. 


With that proposal the government is ci=plying with its undertaking and fulfills its 
commitment over and above the mere achicvement of doing so, because we are firmly con- 
vinced that the Spanish people, responsibly and freely, will be capable of telling us 
if the position adopted by the government -- a position shared by the large matority 
of this chamber — is the correct position forour interests as 4 nation and as a country. 


Thank you very auch. 


Fraga Response 
LDO50329 Madrid Domestic Service in Spanish 1655 GMT 4 Feb 86 


[Reply to government statement at the foreign and security policy debate fn the Con- 
gress of Deputies in Madrid delivered by Popular Alliance Party leader Manuel! Fraga — 
live] 


[Excerpts] Peace is obviously the wish of all men. However as (San Martin) said: 
Peace is the tranquillity brought by order, and that order can be viewed in different 
ways. It is obvious that this ovder is viewed differently in Moscow than it is in 
Washington. For that reason peace represents guarantees and the security of one's own 
safety in self-defense. Today, suits of armor, castles, and chains of forts on the 
border are no use. What is indispenrable today are groups for mutual defense from a 
broad geographical base, of which “ATO is an exemplary model. I must say that NATO 
has achieved its objectives. Euiope has not witnessed any conflict since the one in 
Prague and today, and thanks to NATO, after a generation of Europe's reconstruction, 
of the upholding of democracy in Europe -- and all the political forces in Europe, 
except the Communists, have accepted that -- NATO is a common patrimony of the re- 
constructed Europe, economically, socially, and politically. 








VII. 6 Feb 86 N14 SPAIN 


I must say with absolute clarity, that in speaking of security I am cot speaking of 
something selfish, nor even only with regard to the European countries. It is obvious 
that he who takes care only for his own safety will end up a loser. We who do have a 
general security plan realize that this security operates in a pluralist world, 
pluralist in ideas, economic systems, and in the military and political centers of 
power. It functions through the renunciation by all to impose their ideas or causes 
through violence, however leg*timate they may be. This implies 2 global pact against 
terrorism. It implies the avoidance of any justification of other direct or indirect 
means of attack, (?by radio) or by the other (?media means). It implies the acceptance 
of a global economic framework in which there are opportunities “or all, something which 
today’s world certainly does not exhibit. All this within the framework of flexibility 
and of mutual adaptation. However, this reasonable ideal cannot be attained except 

from a position of safety itself. And for that reason, those who thought that one can 
go directly into preaching pacifism without being atpeace naturally had to acknowledge 
that they had made a mistake. I repeat, Spain has no other alternative today in order 
to assure its own security than to contribute to that of its neighboring countries, with 
whom it now breaks bread, as well as sharing the future of Burope, other than to 
participate with them in defense as vell. 


Theories such as those who have heard in the Dublin Statements that we will serve as a 
last redoubt, a final refuge like Numancia [holy shrine in Spain] to which the defeated 
[word indistinct] of Europe will retreat, naturally cannot be taken seriously. So we 
must say that although it must not be carried out excessively, es we have already said-- 
and now we would have to paraphrase the government document: As we already said at the 
time in the State of the Nation debate, a policy of peace, dialogue, and detente — as 
much as you like, but from the standpoint of knowing wh're we are at -- disarmament — 
as much as possible, naturally not forgetting that we are already, unfortunately, a 
country not well armed. European political unity: We are as enthusiastic as the rest, 
and reinforcing it with everything necessary. The reclaiming of Cibraltar: Well, of 
course, and it is a shame that we are not making progress where that is concerned even 
though some people say at times we are. 


However, remaining outside NATO is purely and simply a mistake and an inconsistency, 
and the wish to remain [words indistinct]. 


I will now speak on the subject of the referendum. It is obvious that this subject, 
regarding the formal points of the question, will be examined carefully by us in the 
second debate. However, we want to make it clear that the Popular Group [coalition of 
conservative partyes) at this time again is opposed to holding a referendum as an alibi 
for the rectifications of the PSOE's previous mistakes. The referendum is unnecessary 
because we already are inside: because we are a representative democracy, and because 
this parliament twice, and the second time only recently, on 27 December 1985, almost 
unanimously agreed that we should be in NATO. It is not opportune, because delaying it 
deliberately mixes it with election periods. This is not the fulfillment of the 
electoral promise; what was promised was something elee; namely, it was to leave or 
remain in the alliance. 


We are in these circumstances naturally, sorry to have to inform you that we will not 
be able to vote on any further resolutions on this debate other than the one we sub- 
mitted which was consistent with our previous ones. We are convinced that Spain needs 
a formal policy, a complete policy in foreign as well as domestic policies. And in 
these circumstances, after all these terms of office, we will not be able to accompany 
you. We wish you every success, but we must say with absolute clarity that Spain 
deserves, its foreign policy deserves, its allies deserve, our prestige deserves, our 
brother countries deserve, a more formal policy than the one we have witnessed at 
today's session. 


Thank you very much. 
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Calvo Sotelo, Monferte Comment 
LDOS1235 Madrid Domestic Service in Spamish 1100 GtT 5 Feb 86 


[Text] The Spanish Congress of Deputies debate on peace and security was sesumed 
at 0900 today with an intervention by former prime minister and menber of the Centrist 
Group, Leopoldo Calvo Sotelo. 


This intervention was expected because Sapin entered NATO when Calvo Sotelo was prime 
minister. His speech today was critical of the government, accusing it of electorial- 
ise by holding a referendu on Spain's membership in NATO. According to Calvo Sotelo, 
the sain points of the 10-point program on the government's foreign policy were already 
being carried out when he was prime minister. Referring to the Socialists’ wish not 

to include Spain in BATO's military structure, Calvo Sotelo recommended the govern- 
ment reverse its decision and to slowly negotiate this integration. 


In reply, the prime minister accused Calvo Sotelo of integrating Spain into NATO 
when he was going to lose the elections and without obtaining any guarantees in 
Gibraltar. Felipe Gonzales also accused Calvo Sotelo of not having taken any steps 
toward military integration in spite of the fact that he supported it. 


Following the exchange between Prime Minister Gonzales and Leopoldo Calvo Sotelo, 
spokesman for the Centrist Group, the representative of the Basque minority, Andoni 
Monforte, delivered his speech praising NATO, an organization which he described as the 
repository of democracy and peace and the symbol of progress. The Basque Nationalist 
Party spokesman said he is against the holding of the referendum. 


When Andoni Monforte ended his speech, to which the prime minister also replied, the 
president of the congress ordered a 15-minute recess. The session is scheduled to 
resume with interventions by the members of the mixed group. 


Concluding Speeches 
LD0S1626 Madrid in Spanish to Europe 1400 OMT 5 Feb 86 


[Excerpts] Speeches in the debate on peace and security ended a few minutes ago at 

the Congress of Deputies. The debate was opened yesterday by Prime Minister Felipe 

Gonzalez who defended the government's stand to maintain Spain in NATO and to hold a 
referendum on 12 March. 


This morning's speeches were by former Prime Minister Leopoldo Calvo Sotelo for the 
Centrist Group; Andoni Monforte for the Basque minority; representatives of the mixed 
group — Fernando Perez Royo for the Communists; Adolfo Suarez for the CDS [Democratic 
and Social Center); Francisco Vicens for the Republican Left of Catalonia; Juan Maria 
Bandres for Buskadiko Ezkerra; and Santiago Carrillo, former PCE secretary-general. 
All the speeches were promptly answered by Prime Minister Felipe Gonzalez, who yester- 
day opened the debate by reaffirming his stand on Spain's membership in NATO and the 
decision to hold the referendum on 12 March. 


Communist spokesman Pernando Perez Royo stressed that up to the moment of the debate 
he was the only one to say he was against NATO. He described the claim to mix the EEC 
with NATO as reactionary. Prime Minister Gonzalez replied that the only (?position) 
is to belong to NATO if one wants to undertake the overall conception of entry into 
Europe in all of its dimensions. 
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Former Prime Minister Adolfo Suarez ask-d the Spanish prime minister what the margin 
of autonomy would be with integration Intothe alliance. Adolfo Suarez said he is in 
favor of reviving the European Defense Community, an organization which Prime Minister 
Gonzalez described as a (’dream). In his reply the prime minister said if a ccunt ry 
withdraws from NATO, it would lose credibility with the other member countries. 
Francisco Vicens, representative of the Republican Left of Catalonia, accused the 
government of adopting an ambiguous position onthe subject during the past 3 years. 


Juan Maria Bandres, deputy of the mixed group for Buskadike Ezkerra, said Gonzaler had 
broken the consensus with the left on the subject of NATO and stressed the change the 
Socialists have made in our country’s position inthe alliance. Sandres justified 

his “no” to NATO by stressing the military character of the organization which, he 
believes, Spain will not be able to break links with. He defended the idea of a strong 
and autonomous Europe and described our role in NATO as the last car of a train pulled 
by the United States. Finally, the Basque deputy complained that a parliamentary 
debate on foreign policy, important subjects like Spain's attitude toward the 
International Monetary Fund, our relations with Latin America or the Arab world, have 
not been discussed. 


Prime Minister Felipe Gonzalez described the view presented by Bandres of a Spain 
outside NATO as idyllic and rejected the simplification that a “yes” to the alliance 
would mean a “yes” to belligerent positions and against peace. 


Last to speak in the debate was Santiago Carrillo, who was allowed to express his 
opinion in the debate although he no longer belongs to the PCE. Carrillo accused 
Felipe Gonzalez of putting himself in amore pro-NATO position that was defended by the 
right 3 years ago. He said the debate was not a “yes” or “no” to NATO but dialectics 
between Felipe Conzalez and Manwel Fraga Iribarne. 


Referendum Set for 12 March 
LD052003 Madrid Domestic Service in Spanish 1900 GMT 5 Feb 86 


[Text] The referendum on our continued membership in the Atlantic alliance will be 
held on 12 March. This was decided this evening by the Congress of Deputies by 

207 votes in favor, 103 against, and 20 abstentions. Moreover, the motions tabled 
by the Popular Group and various deputies from the mixed group in connection with the 
previous debate on peace and security were all rejected by the Socialist group. We 
now have a brief summary of this afternoon's session in the Congress of Deputies 

from Antonio Casado at the Congress building who will report on the voting and the 
positions taken by the various parliamentary groups: 


Shortly before 1930 this evening the Congress of Deputies gave the corresponding 
authorization for the king to convene at the proposal of the prime minister the 
consultative referendum on Spain's continued membership in NATO. This then, validates 
the decree which emanated from the Council of Ministers last Friday with the question, 
the terms of the consultation, and the date and duration of the referendum campaign, 
which are now well known. An absolute majority of the house was necessary for 
authorization, that is, 176 deputies voting in favor, and 207 “yes” votes were cast; 
103 deputies voted against and 20 abstained. Now the Decree of Convocation must be 
published in the OFFICIAL STATE GAZETTE and this will probably be done tomorrow. On 
the day following its publication the convocation of the referendum for 12 March 

is official. This marked the end this evening, ahead of schedule, of the great 
parliamentary debate on NATO, the first part of which was longer andmore lively, 
that is, the part corresponding to the government document on its peace and security 
policy. At the end of this first debate early this afternoon different parliamentary 
groups presented a number of motions for consideration by the house. At this point 
the Socialist majority in parliament once again prevented any of these half dozen 
motions from prospering. 
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IGLESIAS RULES OUT TALKS WITH CARRILLO, CALLECO 
LDOGO412 Madrid Domestic Service in Spanish 2300 GtT 5 Feb 86 


[Report by correspondent Blanca Zavala) 


[Text] When everything appears to indicate that « rapprochement between the three 

Communist families is beginning to take place, PCE Secretary General Gerardo Iglesias 
today firmly reasserted the policy of convergence with other political forces, but not 
with the other Communist groups. The atmosphere at the offices of the Commenist Party 
Central Committee, where an executive meeting was held this afternoon was one of uneasy 


and others are in favor of them. During « press conference Gerardo Iglesias summarized 
the report the Executive Committee discussed today. 
The report defends the policy of convergence with other political forces for the forth- 


Gal 
[Begin Iglesias recording) And when I speak of electoral convergence, it is not « term 
teelf to confusion with plans for strategic 


lends i 
convergence. When I epeak of electoral agreements with other political 
forces I am speaking about electoral agreements by the Communists with other nsoncomme- 
] 


AW61117 Paris AFP in English 1112 GHT 6 Feb 86 


(Text) Madrid, Feb 6 (AFP) -—- Spanish police today sealed off a central Madrid street 
after gunmen killed a senior Spanish Nevy officer and his chauffeur and critically 
wounded another Navy officer. The two dead were identified as Vice Admiral Christobal 
Colon de Carvajal, a direct descendant of the discoverer of America, Christopher 
Columbus, and his chauffeur Manuel Trigo Munoz. The other officer, Commander Antonio 
Rodriguez Jouve-Nunez was said to be in « critical condition. 


Police said they had trapped the gummen. One witness of the attack said there were two 
young men armed with a pistol and a machine gun. The officers were driving through the 
fashionable Vieo District of the Spanish capital when an unidentified group of aseail~- 
ante threw a grenade at their car and then opened fire with a machine gun. The car hit 
a tree after the attack. 











BORDIC APFATRS 





[Report by Carl Otte Brix: “Opinion Poll: Majurity in Pawor of EEC Package”) 


[Excerpt] When the Polketing tomorrow adopts in its second and third readings the bil! 
for « comsultetive referendum on the EEC refore package, the “yes” parties will be 
able to take heart thet « aajority of the Danish population will give them its support, 


according to opinion polis. 


lis carried cet on woters’ attitudes to the EEC reform package heave ali 
of the package in the majority. This is aleo true of the gost recent 


ll carried cut for BERLINGSEE TIDENDE between 16 and 28 January produced 
the following results: 
48 percent of those interviewed say “yes” to the package, 3) percent are opposed 
it, and 21 percent are “don't knows.” 


ies to the right of the Social Democrats two-thirds of voters are clearly 
package while only 1) percent are opposed. Half of Social Democratic 
opposed to the package, while 25 percent are for it. Finally, two-thirds 
to the left of the Social Democrate are opposed to the package. 


for political debate whether « “no” to the package would in fact lead 
the EEC in the short or long term. Gallup has entered this 
said “no” to the package how they would wote if this were 


adhere to their rejection, while 25 percent would vote “yes” 


percent of woters who do sot know how they will vote, Gallup was 
ite poll that almost 10 percent of voters have not even heard of 


the fact that the debate has been very heated. 
SDP Maintains Opposition 
PMO41L151 Copenhagen SONDAGS-AKTUELT in Danish 2 Feb 86 p & 


(Editorial: “Shifte”) 


[Text] The Social Democratic Party (SOP) remains firm on its “no” to the EEC refors 
This emerged with all the necessary clarity from the party executive's 


meeting yesterday. 


of course thet opinions among Social Democrats are divided on the EEC 
reseed that the party ise adhering to the promise it gave is 
ie promise is that the Social Democratic Party will not agree 
power between the institutions within the EEC. It makes no difference 
th « large or emall etep in thie direction. What is tmpertent 


lowed to take place. 


an 
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All of the Soctal Democratic Folketing group -- sinus thre- members — agrees on this 
point. It is this significant group mejority that is recommending that people vote 
“no” to the EEC package. 


The Social Democratic Party by no means wants Denmark out of the ERC, but says “no” to 
even the emallest shift of power. 


For the Social Democrets the next few weeks will be a battle against Schlecer's scare 
campaign — and a fight against the EEC reform package. 


FINLAND 


— — — 


SORSA BECINS OFFICIAL VISIT TO NORWAY 





LD05S1813 Helsinki Domestic Service in Finnish 1700 OTT 5 Feb 86 





[Text] Today Prime Minister Kalevi Sorsa started « 2-day official visit to Norway. 
During the visit Prime Minister Sores will have discussions with Norwegian Prime 
Minister Kare Willoch and will wisit the North Sea oil production area. (Tin this 
connection it is expected) that the possibility of participating in future ofl 
industry projects in the Barents Sea will also come up. The visit, which began today, 
is the firet official visit by a Finnish prime sinister to Norway. Three Norwegian 
prime ministers have visited Finland. 


1 vis 
10052041 Helsinki Domestic Service in Finnt#h 2000 OMT 5 Feb 84 


[Text] Leonid Zamyatin, chief of the CPSU Central Committee International Information 
Department, arrived in Helsinki this evening. TZamyatin is visiting Finland at the 
invitation of the Finnish defenders of peace committee. Zamyatin, who is one of the 
leading experts on Soviet foreign policy, will «ive an address on hi« country's 
international relations at the augmented meeting of the counci! of the defenders of 
peace committee tomorrow. During the visit, which will last watil Monday, 10 February, 
Zamyatin will meet with Prime Minister Sorea and Foreion Minister Vayrynen. 


BPLLEFS 
— — — 


YOUTH AGREEMENT WITH USSR — A lone-tere program for Finnish-Soviet youth cooperation 
was agreed to in Heleinki today. The program covers the years 1986-90, and is a 
continuation of the first program agreed to 5 years ago. The program aime this time 
at more concrete cooperation; according to it, the tradition of the youth friendship 
festivals will be continued and youth and nature camps will be organitced. [Text] 
{[Heleinki Domestic Service in Finnish 1030 GMT 31 Jan 86 LD) 


— — —— 


PAPER CRITICAL OF SMERCING COMPROMISE WITH USSF 
PM291501 Stockholm SVENSKA DACBLADET in Swedish 18 Jan 86 p 2 





[Editortal: “Sweden Should Not Back Down"] 


[Text] For the last sonth or so the government hae started talking 4 lot on the home 
front about the drawing of a demacration line in the Baltic between Sweden and the 
Soviet Union. Clearly the government wants to prepare the ground for some sort of 
compromise agreement which should ideally at least be discernible when Olof 


Palme travels to Moscow in April. 
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The government campaign contains two elements: First, it is stressed that it is 


~ mecessary for Sweden to compromise on the drawing of a demarcation line for the 
' economic zones in the Baltic. It is true that it has been said that Sweden is adhering 


firmly to the median line principle. However, this proud slogan is devalued some- 
what when immediately afterwards it is stated that we must be prepared to waive this 
very median line. Thus, and this can seem gomewhat remarkable, it is the principle 
itself and not the actual drawing of the demarcation line that Sweden is defending 
most strongly. Second, government representatives point to alleged signs that 

the Soviet Union is in the process of modifying its position. In the budget number 
of the Social Democratic party journal AKTUELT I POLITIKEN Foreign Minister Sten 
Andersson said that “the Soviet Union is, however, now beginning to move in the 
right direction.” In the context of his recent visit to Moscow, Foreign Ministry 
Under Secretary of State Pierre Schori thought that he was able to note similar 


’ “movement.” 


For outsiders it is of course difficult to determine what substance there is in these 
seemingly coordinated assessments of the Soviet attitude. However, one thing is 

clear. Any Soviet change of position would be a change from an altogether unreasonable 
point of departure. The Soviet line has after all been that Gotland -- a Swedish 
province with a little over 50,000 inhabitants, should be completely ignored in a 
settlement in the Baltic. Such an approach is without any foundating in international 
law. 


The Swedish Government's repeatedly declared willingness to compromise is worrying 
and is reminiscent of the center government's catastrophic behavior in late 1981 

and early 1982. Only a month after submarine No 137 ran aground off Karlskrona the 
then center government — with the tangible support of Olof Palme and the Social 
Democrats — was prepared to compromise in the negotiations then being carried on 
with the Soviet Union. Several offers were also made, but these were, however, 
rejected by the Soviets. Further Swedish retreats were halted when Sweden's behavior 
was leaked to the media. 


Even now it is very difficult to see why the Swedish Government is in such a 

hurry and is so willing to declare its irresolute approach. The traditional Swedish 
position that a demarcation line must take full account of Gotland is perfectly 
resonable and is in harmony with international law. It has had strong support among 
the Swedish people. 


From a wider viewpoint too Sweden's behavior is remarkable. It was of course 
foolish -- as happened in 1982 -- to send a signal indicating a Swedish willingness 
to compromise when the Soviet Union had just carried out a serious and highly 
questionable violation of Swedish territory. These submarine violations are, as 

we all know, still going on. 


These uninterrupted and ominous intrusions heighten the need for a firm Swedish 
line not the least on border qvestions. There is no reason why Sweden should back 
down now. 


Too far-reaching maneuvers by the government have thus far been kept in check by the 
opposition's doubts. Nor is there any reason for the nonsocialist parties to go along 
with the Social Democrats’ campaign. No visit to Moscow by Sweden's prime minister 
can be worth abandoning our country's national interests in the Baltic. 


Poems em tet 2 
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ENERCY OFFICIAL ON MAINTAINING OIL POLICY 





LD060841 Vienna OPECHA in English 1625 “MT 5 Feb 86 


[By Tony Bell) 


[Text] Vienna, 5 Feb, 86 (OPECNA) -- A British Energy Department spokesman told OPECNA 
today there was “no change” in the government's policy of not interferine with North 
Sea output levels, despite plunging oil prices whichthreaten to upset next month's 
budget calculations. Production levels from the UK sector of the North Sea remain a 
matter for the oil companies, the spokesman said. The UK benchmark Brent crude was 
trading at below 15.50 dollars a barrel on Tuesday — the lowest level for six years 
-- following a special OPEC committee meeting here which decided to recommend a new 
OPEC ceiling higher than the current 16 million b/d [barrels per day]. 





Britain, as a key non-OPEC producer, has been urged by OPEC ministers to curb its 
unrestrained oil output and join in a worldwide dialogue aimed at restoring stability 
to the international oil market. A UK treasury official confirmed that every one 
dollar drop in the oil price, at current exchange rates, meant a 700 million dollar 
loss in revenue for Britain over a full year. 


The Energy Department spokesman said the current oil market situation was being moni- 
tored closely, with officials keeping in regular touch with North Sea oil companies, 
sometimes on a daily basis. He said current North Sea output was running at 2.6 
million b/d, and the long-range forecast for 1986 was 110-130 million tonnes (between 
2.2 and 2.6 million b/d). The spokesman stated: “There are discussions with the oi! 
companies all the time. We know exactly what they are doing, and we know their pro- 
duction ceilings to within a margin of plus or minus five percent." 


Asked about OPEC calls for cooperation between all world oil-producers to restrain 
volume levels and prevent a complete price coil*pse, the spokesman said: “There is 
dialogue, but our attitude towards production has not changed.” He added that within 
the last couple of months, Energy Secretary Peter Walker had discussed the oil market 
situation with representatives of three OPEC countries — Indonesian Mines and Energy 
Minister Dr Subroto, United Arab Emirates Petroleum and Mineral Resources Minister 
Dr Mani’ibn Sa‘id al-"Utaybah an? Algerian Commerce Minister Abdelaziz Khellef. He 
added that no further meetings with other OPEC ministers were currently scheduled in 
Walker's diary. 


A treasury spokeswoman said the “substantial fall" in oil prices in recent months 
would obviously mean reduced revenues for Britain and this would be “taken into 
account” in preparations for the 1986-87 budget, due to be unveiled by Chancellor of 
the Exchequer Nigel Lawson on 18 March. The spokeswoman stated: “Oil prices are a 
matter for the market. The government does not have control over them." She said 

oil and gas represented five to six percent of UK national income, eight percent of 
total UK exports, 8.5 percent of UK tax revenues, five percent of UK exports, 8.5 
percent of UK tax revenues, five percent of UK capital investment and only six percent 
of world ofl production. [sentence as received) “People talk about us in the same 
breath” as major OPEC producers, the treasury official said. “This belief in the 
markets that Britain is an oil country really is quite incredible." She reiterated 

@ government claim that falling of] prices had a “broadly neutral or slightly beneficial” 
effect on consumers and industry -- tending to encourage higher world trade and output 
while curbing inflation. "While, of course, no chancellor likes to see any depletion 
in (ofl) revenues, it has to be understood that revenues from other sources are doing 
marginally better,” the spokeswoman said. "Statements that Britain is a one-commodity 
country reflect a perception rather than the reality. Dropping oi! prices mean 
cheaper fuel for industry in a country with large industrial output and exports. This 


makes Britain's gords very competitive.” 
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PAPANDREOU RETURNS FROM DAVOS SYMPOSIUM 





NOCO51831 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1800 GMT 5 Feb 86 


[Text] Prime Minister Andreas Papandreou has described his talks with economic circles 
from many countries in Davos, Switzerland, as substantive and productive. 


Papandreou, who returned to Athens early this afternoon, told journalists that two 
meetings of economists and investors from many countries will be held in the Greek 
capital to study investment prospects in Greece. The first meeting will be held in 
Merch and the second in September. The prime minister also said that an economic 
syaposium to be attended by officials from (?’socialist) countries will be held in 
Athens later this year. 


U.S. STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL ARRIVES IN ATHENS 





NOOS5S1221 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1200 GMT 5 Feb 86 


[Excerpts] Rozanne Ridgway, U.S. assistant secretary of state for European affairs, 
arrived in Athens from Ankara at 1300 today for talks with the Greek Government. 


The main purpose of Ridgway's meetings in Athens will be to prepare for the visit that 
U.S. Secretary of State George Shultz will pay to Greece on 25 March. Rozanne Ridgway's 
plane landed at the U.S. military base at Ellinikon. 


HUNGARIAN OFFICIAL DISCUSSES RELATINS WITH EEC 





NCO41938 Athens Doemstic Service in Greek 1900 GMT 4 Feb 86 


[Text] Tibor Melega, Hungarian deputy foreign trade minister, has discussed Hungarian- 
EEC relations with Theodhoros Pangalos, alternate foreign minister. 


The Hungarian deputy minister asked Pangalos whether our country could contribute to 
the improvement of Hungary's relations with the EEC. Pangalos promised Melega that 
Greece would put forward and support the Hungarian Covernment's views at the FEC 


foreign ministers council. 


HAITI'S PRESIDENT DUVALIER REQUESTS ASYLUM 





PA0S2047 Paris AFP in Spanish 2002 GMT 5 Feb 86 


[Text] Caracas, 5 Feb (AFP) — A spokesperson for the Greek Embassy in Caracas 
confirmed for AFP today that Haiti requested asylum from Greece for its President for 
Life Jean-Claude Duvalier and the Greek Government rejected it. 


Refuting initial unofficial and coincidental reports fram the Haitian and Greece 
Rabassies in Caracas, the Greek spokesperson, who asked expressly not to be identified, 
affirmed that in fact a request for asylum for Duvalier was made to Nikos Dhimadhis, 


Greek ambassador in Caracas. 
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The spokesman also confirmed that Theodhoros Pangalos, alternative foreign minister, 
denied that a request was made in the absence of Foreign Minister Karolos Papoulias, who 
is touring Africa. The Greek spokesperson said that the Haitian Government's request is 
“unacceptable and it is unthinkable that it could be accepted.” He added: “The Greek 
Government not only banned Mr Duvalier from staying in Greece, but also from entering 
Greek territory.” 


Request Rejected 
NCO52023 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1947 GMT 5 Feb 86 


{Text} Haitian dictator Jean-Claude Duvalier has asked for political asylum and per- 
mission to settle in Greece, but the government has rejected his request. The govern- 
ment spokesman said that the overture was made 2 or 3 days ago to Nikos Dhimadhis, our 
ambassador in Caracas. 


According to news agency reports, Argentina, Spain, Switzerland, and Italy have also 
denied political asylum to the Haitian dictator. The same ceports say that Saudi Arabia 
has accepted Duvalier’s request. 


ISRAELI ‘HIJACKING’ OF LIBYAN PLANE CONDEMNED 
NCO52225 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 2200 GMT 5 Feb 86 


[Text] Greece today condemned the recent hijacking of the Libyan aircraft, stressing 
the dangers to peace which could result from such actions. Miltiadhis Papaioannou, the 
government spokesman, stated that the position of the Greek Government against terrorism 
remains firm no matter where terrorism might originate. 


ARAB DIPLOMATIC COUNCIL CONDEMNS ISRAELI ACTION 

NCO52130 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1930 GMT 5 Feb 86 

[Text] The Council of Arab Ambassadors and Heads of Diplomatic Missions in Athens in a 
statement released today condemned yesterday's hijacking of the Libyan aircraft by 
Israeli fighters. This statement stresses that such actions prove that the official 
state terrorism implemented by Israel, with full U.S. support, is part of the Zionist- 
imperialist plot for subjugating Arab states and peoples. 


KKE QUESTIONS U.S. BANKS FREEZING LIBYAN FUNDS 





NCOS1948 Athens ELEVTHEROTIPIA in Greek 5 Feb 86 p 6 


[Text] The KKE has submitted an interpellation in the Chamber of Deputies yesterday 
maintaining that “the branches of U.S. banks in Greece have received instructions from 
their headquarters to freeze the deposits of the Libyan Government and all Libyan 
enterprises, in accordance with the more general policy of economic sanctions against 
Libya announced by President Ronald Reagan.” KKE Deputies Konstandinos Kappos, 

M. Dhamanaki, Dhiamandis Mavrodhoglou, and Grigorios Farakos asked the national 

economy minister to inform the Chamber of Deputies whether he considers it legal for 
banks operating in our country, under Greek law, to implement the instructions and 
policy of foreign governments in contravention of the Greek Government's policy and the 
country's interests. They also asked the national economy minister to tell the Chamber 
of Deputies what measures would be taken to prevent the freezing of Libyan deposits. 
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SEIZURE OF LISYAN PLANE BY ISRAEL CONDEMNVED 





TAOS1515 Ankara ANATOLIA in English 1511 GMT 5 Feb 86 


[Text] Ankara 5 Feb (AA) — Turkey on Wednesday condemned Israel's seizure of a Libyan 
passenger plane, saying Israel violated international civil aviation rules. Foreign 
Ministry spokesman Yalim Erilp said that this kind of action prevent the region from 
a possible peace process am worsen the Mideast probles. 


The Libyan plane carrying nine passengers and a crew of three was intercepted by two 
Israeli jets about 50 miles east of Cyprus and forced to land in Israel Tuesday. 


Israel later released the plane with the passengers. 
PRIME MINISTER ON AMNESTY, ISRAELI ‘PIRACY’ 
TAOS2120 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 2100 GwT 5 Feb 86 





[Text] Prime Minister Turgut Ozal had said that a new amnesty law was out of the ques- 
tion, but that improvements would be made in the enforcement of the sentences. He 
pointed out that the interception of a Libyan passenger plane by Israeli fighters was 
an issue which must be given consideration, adding: Such piracies must not be under- 
taken by a state. 


The Council of Ministers met for about 3 hours today under the chairmanship of Ozal. 

In a statement he made at the end of the meeting, Ozal said that the issue of amnesty 
was discussed during the meeting without going into details. He continued: We reviewed 
the various solutions to the issue. I believe that in a week or 10 days we will 

decide on prospects other then amnesty. After the issue of amnesty has been discussed in 
in the Council of Ministers it will be further taken up by the party group in the 
assembly or colleagues to be assigned from the group. He explained that the enforce- 
ment of the sentences was specifically discussed and said: I want to make one point 
clear. I am against the proclamation of an amnesty law in Turkey as is the case in 
Western countries. That is to say, this subject must not be taken up any more. In this 
way everyone will make his own way. Nevertheless we will allow those who have repented 
to serve only part of their sentences. 


In reply to a question on the interception of a Libyan airliner by Israeli fighters, 
Ozal said: This is an issue that must be given great consideration. Such piractes 
should not be carried out by states. 


RIDGWAY DELIVERS SHULTZ LETTER TO HALEFOCLU 





TAOS1446 Ankara ANATOLIA in English 1440 GMT 5 Feb 86 


[Text] Ankara, 5 Feb (AA) — U.S. Secretary of State George Shultz sent a letter to 
Vahit Halefoglu, minister of foreign affairs, stating the views of 1.5. on the Turkish- 
American Defense and Economic Cooperation Agreement. 


The letter was submitted by Rozanne Ridgway, assistant secretary of state. The 
officials of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs reported that in his letter, Shultz 
stated that he is looking forward for his visit to Turkey. The letter also contained 
some views on the said agreement. Reportedly, the officials of the Ministry of Foreign 


Affaire shall examine the letter. 
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CYPRUS 





ISRAELI INTERCEPTION OF LIBYAN PLAN CONDEMMED 





NCO51524 Nicosia Domestic Service in Greek 1500 GMT 5 Feb 86 


[Text] The government spokesman has stated that the Cyprus Government unreservedly 
condemns yesterday's interception of a Libyan passenger aircraft by Israeli fighters 
and its forced landing in Israel. We wish to express our concern over such acts, 
which are a stark violation of the right of free movement in the civil aviation 
sector, the government spokesman added. 


FOUR KILLED IN MISSILE ATTACK ON TANKER 
NC061223 Nicosia Domestic Service in Greek '130 GMT 6 Feb 86 





[Text] A Cypriot tanker was hit today while sailing in the Arab Gulf off Qatar. Four 
members of the crew were killed and a fifth was wounded. According to a statement from 
Lloyd's of London, the tanker in question was the 34,000-ton Avocet. The statement 
notes that the vessel was struck by a missile that most likely came from an Iranian 
helicopter. The tanker, which caught fire, has been abandoned. 


FORTUCAL 


GOVERNMENT CONDEMNS LIBYAN AIRCRAFT ‘HIJACKING’ 
LDO52323 Lisbon International Service in Portuguese 1900 GMT 5 Feb 86 


[Text] The Portuguese Government today condemned the interception and hijacking 
yesterday of a civilian Libyan aircraft by Israeli fighter planes. A statement released 
by the Foreign Ministry in Lisbon said, and we quote, the government condemns whatever 
violations of the international norms of free air and maritime navigation that endanger 
the safety of persons and property. In the statement the government also expressed its 
concern over actions that are likely to heighten tension in the eastern Mediterranean. 


SWITZERLAND 
POLITICAL ASYLUM DENIED TO HAITI'S DUVALIER 


PAOS1926 Paris AFP in Spanish 1836 GMT 5 Feb 86 


[Text] Bern, 5 Feb (AFP) -- (Achille Casanova), vice chancellor of information of the 
Swiss Confederation, announced in this capital that the Swiss federal council 
(government) decided today to deny the request for political asylum by Haitian 
President-for-Life Jean-Claude Duvalier, his family, and a retinue of approximately 
50 persons. The decision to reject the request made by Duvalier (at an unspecified 
date) was adopted at 1630 GMT at the end of a brief government meeting. According to 
leftist Greek newspaper ETHNOS, Duvalier was also rejected by Greece, Italy, Spain, 
and Argentina. 
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